REMARKS 

In the Final Office Action dated September 22, 2004, the Examiner objected to claims 14, 
17-27 and 29-31 due to informalities. The Examiner indicated that claim 31 would be allowable 
if the informalities were corrected. By the present amendment these informalities have been 
corrected, and therefore applicant respectfully submits that claim 31 is in allowable form. 

The Examiner also rejected claims 14, 20 and 24-26 and 30 under § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Townsend. Claims 17-19, 21 and 23 were rejected under § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Townsend. Claim 22 is rejected under § 103(a) as being upantentable over 
Townsend in view of Reinstein. Claims 29 and 30 were rejected under § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Townsend in view of Barrington. 

The Examiner's rejections have been carefully considered and appear to be mainly based 
on the following points: 

1 . Claim 14 as previously amended fails to clearly specify that the adhesive support 
tape is not comprised among any element or means for connecting the extensions to the head 
hair; however, according to the invention, the adhesive support tape is used for temporarily 
attaching the extensions to the head hair; and 

2. Claim 14 as previously amended fails to clearly distinguish between the 
connecting elements of the hair extensions to the head hair and the connecting elements of the 
hair extension to the support tape; as a matter of fact, the device to Townsend shows fasteners 
(connecting elements) of the hair extensions along the support tape, the latter serving for 
attaching the hair extensions to the head hair. 

Actually, the device to Townsend shows hair strands attached at the proximal ends 
thereof to a self-adhesive tape by a stitched weave located at the lower edge of the tape. This 
stitching is permanent and each stitch may be intended as a first means for fixing the hair strands 



to the tape. The self-adhesive tape has an adhesive band to be used for fixing the device to the 
receiving hair, i.e., operated as a second means for fixing the hair strands to the receiving hair. 

In the applicant's claimed device, each extension has a connecting element to be 
activated for fixing the extension to the receiving hair. The connecting elements of a plurality of 
extensions are aligned onto the adhesive surface of a self-adhesive tape, the latter serving for 
positioning the extensions while the connecting elements are activated for fixing the extensions 
to the receiving hair. Then, the adhesive tape is removed. 

Thus, there are two significant differences between the claimed invention and the 
teachings of Townsend: (1) the support tape of the present invention is removable; and (2) the 
connecting elements are temporarily placed onto an adhesive surface, but they are then activated 
for directly fixing the respective extension to the hair. 

In view of these distinctions, claim 14 has been amended to more specifically and clearly 
define the invention. Specifically, the support tape has been specified to be removable; i.e., 
intended to be removed when the extension fixing process is completed. Moreover, the 
connecting elements appear to be fixed to the support tape by adhesion to the adhesive face 
thereof; the same connecting elements are activated for attaching the extensions to the head hair. 
It is further specified that the connecting elements are activated when they are maintained in 
their position by the support tape adhered to the head hair and, for this purpose, the connecting 
elements are retained onto the adhesive face of the support tape. 

Therefore these two structural differences, defined in presently amended claim 14, 
distinguish the claimed subject matter from Townsend considering that such reference, as 
admitted by the Examiner, does not teach alone a device for attaching a plurality of hair 
extensions without using an adhesive tape for supporting the hair extension onto the head hair. 



Applicant respectfully submits that the amendment to claim 14 clarifies the claims by 
addressing the objections raised by the Examiner, and clarifying structural limitations addressed 
by Applicant in the previous amendment paper and addressed by the Examiner in the current 



Action. Hence, no new issues are raised by the amendments and no new searches are required. 
Therefore, Applicant submits that the amendments, which place claim 14 in allowable condition, 
should be entered by the Examiner. 

Independent claims 29 and 30 have been similarly amended and clarified. For the same 
reasons as discussed with respect to claim 14, claims 29 and 30 are deemed allowable. The 
Examiner relied on the Barrington reference only for a teaching of a gripper device. Barrington 
does not supply the teachings missing from Townsend with regard to the distinguishing 
structural elements discussed above with respect to claim 14. 

In view of the fact that the independent claims are now in allowable form, the dependent 
claims also are in allowable form, and the rejections of those claims are moot. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and argument, applicant respectfully submits that 
all of the claims of the application under consideration are allowable, and applicant respectfully 
requests the Examiner to indicate all claims as allowed and to pass the application to issue. 
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